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Parti. 

Rejection(s) discussed: 
102 and 103 

Claims discussed: 
1,2,15,22 and 29 

Prior art documents discussed: 

Perkins et a! (Non-Patent Literature), Comstock (US Pat 6,452,920), Woo et al (Non-Patent Literature) 



Part II. 

SUBSTANCE OF INTERVIEW DESCRIBING THE GENERAL NATURE OF WHAT WAS DISCUSSED: 

See Continuation Sheet 



Part III. 

□ It is not necessary for applicant to provide a separate record of the substance of the interview, since the interview 
directly resulted in the allowance of the application. The examiner will provide a written summary of the substance 
of the interview in the Notice of Allowability. 

□ It is not necessary for applicant to provide a separate record of the substance of the interview, since the interview 
did not result in resolution of all issues. A brief summary by the examiner appears in Part II above. 
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Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was discussed: Examiner 
requested clarification on the Independent claims. Mr. Glembocki indicated that the cited prior art fail to teach a first 
base station communicating data directly to a second base station, wherein the overall system is autonomous and that 
the prior art cited does not show vertical communication, where first base station communicates data directly to second 
base station. Although Applicants clarification of the claims included language that is not included in the claimed 
invention, Examiner has performed an additional search.. 



